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FIRST  SUNDAY  OF  LENT 


‘‘Not  in  bread  alone  doth  man  live,  but  in  every  word  that 
proceedeth  from  the  mouth  of  God’' 

(from  the  Sunday  Gospel). 

I.  Because  Jesus  was  man,  He  could  be  tempted. 

(1)  Men  are  subject  to  same  kind  of  temptation. 

(2)  Essentially,  this  temptation  was: 

(a)  to  live  as  if  bread  were  everything; 

(b)  to  get  bread  miraculously  without  work. 

II.  But  man  lives  in  every  word  of  God  because  he  has  a soul  as 

well  as  a body. 

(1)  God’s  law,  flowing  from  the  fact  that  He  is  Creator  and 
man  a creature,  is  supreme.  It  is  not  conflned  to  sacristy. 

(2)  Any  economic  system  ignoring  duality  of  man’s  nature 
must  fail  in  efficiency.  Example  of  slavery. 

III.  Be  convinced  God’s  law  is  best  guide  to  more  abundant  living. 


Because  Jesus  was  a man,  as  well  as  being  the  Second 
Person  of  the  Blessed  Trinity,  He  could  be  tempted  to  the 
same  sins  as  men  commit.  And  many  of  the  temptations 
to  which  men  yield  can  be  reduced  to  some  variation  of  the 
temptation  of  Christ  narrated  in  to-day’s  Gospel.  For 
essentially  the  first  temptation  proposed  by  Satan  was  that 
Jesus  as  man  should  live  as  if  man  were  only  a brute  ani- 
mal which  material  food  could  completely  satisfy,  should 
live  as  if  this  were  the  only  world. 

Satan  puts  before  all  of  us  the  same  kind  of  tempta- 
tions, and  many  men  more  or  less  fully  succumb  to  them. 
Of  course,  we  have  bodies  as  well  as  souls,  and  the  body 
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must  have  bread  to  live.  But  it  remains  as  true  to-day  as 
it  was  nineteen  hundred  years  ago  that  “not  in  bread  alone 
doth  man  live,  but  in  every  word  that  proceedeth  from  the 
mouth  of  God”  (Matt.,  iv.  4).  And  paradoxical  as  it  may 
sound,  any  economic  or  political  system  which  ignores  this 
fact,  which  sets  itself  up  as  the  total  end  of  man,  and  in 
that  sense  is  totalitarian,  must  in  the  long  run  inevitably 
fail. 

Manifestations  of  Totalitarianism  in  All  Lands 

Doubtless,  all  of  you  have  a healthy  hatred  for  certain 
manifestations  of  Totalitarianism  which  in  our  time  have 
appeared  in  the  world.  We  have  seen  examples  in  Christen- 
dom, or  what  was  once  a part  of  Christendom,  of  govern- 
ments taking  their  people  up  on  a high  mountain,  as  it 
were,  and  showing  them  the  stretched  out  nations  of  the 
world  with  the  ambitious  promise : “All  this  will  I give  thee, 
if  falling  down  thou  wilt  adore  me.”  Such  governments 
have  frankly  proclaimed  that  man  has  only  material  needs, 
that  there  is  no  right  except  their  might,  that  there  is  no 
supreme  God  to  whom  they  are  subject. 

It  is  good  to  hate  such  Satanic  manifestations.  But 
to  arm  ourselves  completely  against  them,  we  should  real- 
ize that  they  are  merely  the  full  flowering  of  attitudes 
which  many  persons  even  in  our  own  country  have  shown. 
There  is  an  opinion,  for  instance,  which  would  restrict  re- 
ligion to  the  sacristy  on  the  plea:  “Business  is  business. 
The  only  question  to  be  asked  about  any  proposed  system 
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is : will  it  work?  God’s  moral  law  has  no  application  in  the 
sphere  of  commerce.” 

In  this  plea  is  the  germ  of  complete  secularization. 
The  logical  result  of  such  an  attitude  is  to  restrict  the  moral 
law  further  and  further  until  we  arrive  at  the  situation  of 
the  so-called  totalitarian  countries.  Those  nations  which 
have  become  atheistic  are  just  a little  more  frank  and 
logical  than  those  which  are  in  the  stage  of  placing  various 
limitations  upon  the  universality  of  God’s  law. 

In  reality,  however,  such  nations,  though  called  to- 
talitarian, do  not  take  in  the  total  man,  but  only  his 
material  side.  And  if  they  could  see  deeply  enough,  they 
would  understand  that  any  successful  dealing  with  man 
must  consider  his  whole  nature,  spiritual  as  well  as  bodily. 


God’s  Law  Applies  to  Ali Human  Activities 

The  aim  of  this  first  sermon,  therefore,  is  to  insist 
that,  because  man  is  a creature  owing  his  very  existence 
to  God,  his  Creator,  there  must  necessarily  be  a totalitarian, 
universal  application  of  God’s  law  to  all  human  activities. 
Since  man  has  a soul  as  well  as  a body,  both  must  be  en- 
visaged by  God’s  law  in  proper  relationship. 

And  the  second  point  to  be  stressed  is  this : no  system 
of  government,  no  economic  system,  which  ignores  this 
double  nature  of  man  (and  therefore  acts  as  if  man  could 
live  by  bread  alone),  which  denies  the  universality  or  the 
totalitarianism  of  God’s  moral  law,  can  for  any  great 
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length  of  time  minister  as  effectively  to  man’s  material 
side  as  can  a system  which  duly  considers  both  soul  and 
body.  “Not  in  bread  alone  doth  man  live,  but  in  every  word 
that  proceedeth  from  the  mouth  of  God.” 

In  the  long  course  of  history,  men  have  tried  a great 
many  systems,  both  of  government  and  of  economics.  Given 
an  equal  basis  in  natural  resources,  they  have  succeeded  in 
the  proportion  that  they  have  kept  in  view  the  funda- 
mentals of  God’s  moral  law,  and  they  have  failed  in  pro- 
portion as  they  have  succumbed  to  the  essentials  of  that 
Satanic  temptation  of  Christ  related  in  to-day’s  Gospel. 

Natural  and  Positive  Moral  Law 

The  moral  law  of  God  is  twofold,  natural  and  positive. 
The  former  is  based  on  the  essences  of  things  and  therefore 
is  unchangeable.  The  latter  rests  on  God’s  free  decision 
in  matters  indifferent.  The  First  and  Fourth  Command- 
ments of  the  Decalogue  are  examples  of  the  unchangeable 
natural  law.  An  example  of  the  positive  law  is  the  Third 
Commandment,  which  could  be  changed  in  so  far  as  the 
particular  day  of  the  week  is  concerned. 

God’s  moral  law,  then,  in  so  far  as  it  does  not  rest  on 
His  free  decision,  is  a formulation  of  the  rights  and  duties 
flowing  from  the  fundamental  fact  of  man’s  creaturehood 
and  God’s  creatorship.  Hence,  this  portion  of  God’s  law 
is  often  called  the  natural  law,  or  the  law  of  nature.  Unless 
an  economic  system  fits  in  with  man’s  nature,  that  system 
is  unnatural.  And  what  is  unnatural  cannot  for  long  work 
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successfully.  We  cannot  disregard  man’s  nature  and  get 
the  most  out  of  life,  any  more  than  we  can  disregard  the 
nature  of  gasoline  and  get  the  most  out  of  its  use  in  an 
automobile,  or  disregard  the  nature  of  nitroglycerine  and 
avoid  disastrous  explosions. 

This,  then,  is  a touchstone  by  which  we  can  judge  the 
practicability,  the  workability,  of  any  proposed  economic 
system : does  it  recognize  the  universal  supremacy  of  God’s 
moral  law,  and  does  it  conform  to  that  law?  Or  is  it  just 
another  temptation,  such  as  that  experienced  by  Christ,  of 
trying  to  live  as  if  man  had  a different  nature,  as  if  he 
were  only  body,  and  as  if  this  were  the  only  world? 

For  a time,  indeed,  an  indifference  to  this  fundamental 
duality  of  man’s  nature  may  seem  to  give  brilliant  results. 
Those  who  concentrate  all  their  efforts  on  the  material  side 
may  temporarily  achieve  a greater  efficiency  in  serving  that 
side  than  do  those  who  take  into  consideration  the  whole 
man.  But  it  is  a fleeting  and  illusory  result,  like  the  feeling 
of  well-being  experienced  by  one  who  depends  on  alcohol, 
compared  with  the  actual  well-being  obtained  through  a 
balanced  diet. 

Governs  Nations  as  Well  as  Individuals 

And  this  is  true  for  the  individual  and  for  the  nation. 
On  the  whole  and  in  the  long  run,  God’s  moral  law  is  the 
best  guide  to  full  living.  Its  revenge  on  violators  may 
sometimes  be  deferred,  but  it  is  inevitable.  Demagogues 
may  dress  up  their  temptation,  earnest  reformers  may  be 
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deceived,  but  the  nature  of  man,  and  the  natural  law  which 
flows  from  it,  cannot  be  deceived. 

There  is  hardly  a better  example  of  how  a violation  of 
God’s  law  ultimately  brings  its  revenge,  fails  to  accomplish 
the  expected  results  for  the  violaters,  than  is  slavery.  If 
men  are  all  sons  of  one  common  Father,  God,  with  no  one 
race  inherently  superior  to  another,  then  for  one  race,  be- 
cause it  has  the  power,  to  make  slaves  of  another  race  is 
barbarous  and  against  the  fundamental  equality  which 
should  prevail  between  all  children  of  God. 

It  is  true  that  slavery  seemed  to  be  an  easy  way  of 
getting  hard  and  disagreeable  work  done  without  doing  it 
oneself.  Slavery  did  allow  some  to  have  leisure,  and  so 
had  a certain  effect  in  building  up  civilization  for  some. 
But  eventually  slavery  had  its  influence  in  undermining 
civilization  in  Greece,  and  Rome,  and  the  ancient  world 
generally.  And  long  before  the  War  between  the  States, 
the  keenest  observers  in  the  South  had  realized  that  econom- 
ically slavery  was  not  as  efficient  as  free  labor.  Indeed, 
while  still  a British  colony  Virginia  forbade  the  importa- 
tion of  more  slaves,  and  many  leading  Southerners  freed 
their  slaves. 

* And  what  is  true  of  actual  slavery  is,  in  its  degree, 
true  of  what  has  been  called  wage  slavery.  The  attitude  of 
some  employers  which  forgets  that  men  are  human  beings, 
which  grudgingly  pays  less  than  enough  for  a man  to  live 
according  to  the  inherent  dignity  of  man,  will  in  the  long 
run  prove  less  efficient  than  an  attitude  which  respects  the 
manhood  of  the  least  employee. 
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God* s Will  in  Human  Relationships 

On  the  next  five  Sundays,  then,  the  sermons  will  be 
devoted  to  what  this  fundamental  nature  of  man  and  God, 
and  what  some  of  the  words  proceeding  from  the  mouth  of 
God,  demand  in  human  relations.  It  is  assumed  that  God’s 
law  is  universal  and  supreme  over  all  man’s  relationships. 
But  lest  some,  even  of  the  elect,  should  be  deceived  by  those 
who  cry  in  regard  to  some  economic  nostrum,  “Lo,  salva- 
tion is  there,”  some  fundamentals  required  by  man’s  nature 
will  be  considered. 

Man’s  nature  posits  both  the  duty  to  work  and  the 
right  to  work.  This  right  and  this  duty,  considering  man’s 
nature,  will  be  best  realized  under  a system  of  private 
ownership  as  contrasted  with  collectivism.  Private  own- 
ership, however,  should  be  widely  diffused  and  so  arranged 
that  it  does  not  practically  cease  to  exist  through  a small 
percentage  of  the  people  owning  everything.  On  Good 
Friday  Christ’s  crucifixion  will  be  considered  as  a pledge 
of  the  fundamental  equality  and  eternal  value  of  each  indi- 
vidual man. 

During  this  Lent,  then,  realize  that  you  and  your  con- 
temporaries are  subject  to  essentially  the  same  temptation 
as  Christ  experienced  according  to  the  Gospel  read  in  the 
Mass  to-day.  Necessarily  the  temptations  differ  in  some 
respects,  because  we  are  not  the  Son  of  God  and  we  cannot 
miraculously  change  stones  into  bread.  But  we  can  be 
tempted  by  an  economic  system  which  promises  to  get 
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bread  and  all  the  other  material  things  of  life — without 
working  for  them. 

Be  convinced,  too,  that  man  does  not  live  by  bread 
alone.  He  has  a soul  as  well  as  a body.  And  because  every 
individual  man  is  directly  created  by  God,  each  man  has  a 
relationship  of  brotherhood  with  other  men  which  he  must 
respect.  God’s  moral  law  is  universal,  applying  to  every 
act  of  men  singly  and  in  groups. 

And  finally,  be  convinced  that  God’s  law  expresses 
essentially  the  way  in  which  we  must  act  if  we  are  to  get 
the  most  out  of  living.  Any  economic  system  which  dis- 
regards the  words  proceeding  from  the  mouth  of  God  must 
by  that  fact  ultimately  fail. 
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SECOND  SUNDAY  OF  LENT 


The  First  Word:  “With  labor  and  toil  shalt  thou  eat” 
(Gen.,  iii.  1) . 

I.  Man  does  not  live  by  bread  alone,  but  yet  by  bread. 

(1)  Each  who  is  able  bound  to  do  his  share  of  work. 

II.  Yet,  men  are  tempted  to  live  without  working*. 

(1)  Some  by  theft,  graft,  and  so  on. 

(2)  Some  by  absentee  private  ownership. 

(3)  Fault  is  not  in  private  ownership,  but  its  abuse. 

(4)  Idleness  is  DeviFs  workshop. 

(5)  Example  of  Holy  Family  working. 

II.  Concentration  of  ownership  which  enables  some  to  live  with- 
out working. 

(1)  Means  others  are  proletarians. 

(2)  With  idle  escaping  discipline  of  work,  society  deteriorates. 

(3)  Purchasing  power  is  not  so  distributed  that  production 
and  consumption  can  balance.  Hence  a depression. 

IV.  Follow  example  of  Incarnate  Son  of  God. 


It  is  true  that  man  doth  not  live  by  bread  alone. 
Nevertheless,  he  has  a body  which  needs  bread  in  order  to 
live,  and  bread  which  can  be  provided  only  by  human 
work.  As  God  said  to  Adam  after  his  sin,  when  he  was 
being  expelled  from  the  Garden  of  Eden:  “With  labor  and 
toil  shalt  thou  eat.  ...  In  the  sweat  of  thy  face  shalt  thou 
eat  bread  till  thou  return  to  the  earth,  out  of  which  thou 
wast  taken.”  Air  and  water  may  be  secured  without  effort, 
but  the  acquisition  of  food,  even  under  the  easiest  circum- 
stances, requires  some  expenditure  of  labor. 
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Each  one  who  is  able  has  a fundamental  duty  to  do 
some  part  of  the  work  of  the  world,  though  not  everyone 
has  the  obligation  of  doing  the  same  kind  of  labor.  Some 
of  St.  Paul’s  converts  must  have  been  shirking  this  duty, 
for  towards  the  end  of  his  first  letter  to  the  Thessalonians 
occurs  the  sharp  injunction:  “Work  with  your  hands,  as  we 
commanded  you”  (I  Thess.,  iv.  11).  In  his  second  letter 
to  these  Thessalonians,  referring  of  course  to  those  who 
were  physically  able  to  work  and  had  the  opportunity  of 
employment,  he  was  still  more  emphatic : “If  any  man  will 
not  work,  neither  let  him  eat”  (II  Thess.,  iii.  10). 

The  Law  of  Work 

This  desire  to  live  without  working  was  one,  though 
not  the  primary  one,  of  the  aspects  of  the  first  temptation 
presented  by  Satan  to  Christ.  For  if  Christ  had  turned 
stones  into  bread  simply  by  His  word,  instead  of  laboring 
for  His  food.  He  would  have  been  escaping  from  this  law 
of  work.  Although  men  cannot  in  this  miraculous  way 
avoid  working,  they  are  tempted  to  do  so  in  other  ways. 
Some  try  it  by  stealing,  some  by  occupying  political  sine- 
cures, some  by  the  establishment  of  aristocratic  classes 
through  which  they  secure  an  income  merely  by  being 
descended  from  so-and-so. 

Not  all  of  these  ways,  of  course,  are  equally  serious 
violations  of  the  fundamental  obligation  of  working.  But 
it  is  universally  true  that,  if  certain  individuals  receive 
food  which  they  have  not  produced,  it  can  only  be  from 
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what  others  have  produced.  A reasonable  quid  pro  quo 
should  be  exchanged,  and  that  society  is  healthiest  in  which 
all  who  can  work  do  work. 

This  is  not  to  say  that  those  who  cannot  work  because 
they  are  too  old,  or  too  young,  or  disabled,  should  starve. 
Reasonable  love  of  neighbor  requires  that  they  too  should 
have  their  share  in  the  products  of  society.  Assuredly,  the 
society  which  makes  adequate  provision  for  them  is  closer 
to  God’s  plan  for  humanity  than  is  the  society  which  cal- 
lously disregards  them,  as  a pack  of  wolves  may  disregard 
some  sick  or  wounded  member.  But  apart  from  such  ex- 
ceptions, the  society  which  applies  the  law  of  work  to  all 
would  seem  closer  to  the  word  of  God  at  the  beginning  of 
the  human  race,  “In  labor  and  toil  shalt  thou  eat,”  than  is 
a society  so  organized  as  to  allow  large  classes  to  escape 
this  obligation  laid  on  Adam  as  the  representative  of  the 
race. 


Clearly  dishonest  attempts  to  disobey  this  law  of  work, 
such  as  stealing,  need  not  be  considered.  Everyone,  apart 
from  the  thieves  themselves,  condemns  such  dishonesty. 
But  other  attempts  to  live  without  working,  even  though 
they  may  have  the  sanction  of  society,  carry  with  them  the 
germs  of  disaster  because  they  are  an  evasion  of  God’s 
ancient  dictum : “With  labor  and  toil  shalt  thou  eat.”  That 
people  will  be  healthiest  where  the  dignity  of  labor  is  re- 
spected, where  work  is  considered  honorable,  and  where 
each  member  does  his  share- — in  short,  where  the  example 
of  the  Holy  Family  is  really  imitated. 
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Injustice  of  Idleness 

For  to  the  extent  that  appreciable  numbers  manage  to 
avoid  doing  their  share  of  work,  an  undue  burden  is  placed 
on  the  actual  workers,  while  some  of  the  idlers  become 
mere  playboys  and  social  butterflies.  Some  members  get 
too  little  and  some  get  too  much,  with  results  analogous  to 
what  happens  when  some  members  of  the  body  get  too  much 
nourishment  and  others  get  too  little.  The  whole  body 
suffers,  since,  as  St.  Paul  pointed  out,  we  are  members  of 
one  social  body,  and  when  one  member  suffers  the  others 
suffer  with  it. 

Very  few  of  you  probably  have  given  any  adherence 
to  such  schemes  as  “Thirty  Dollars  Every  Thursday”  or 
“Two  Hundred  Dollars  Every  Month  for  Everybody  over 
Sixty.”  But  most  of  us  grew  up  never  thinking  of  the  con- 
sequences of  another  arrangement  by  which  some  are  en- 
abled to  escape  doing  their  share  of  work.  That  arrange- 
ment is  the  payment  of  those  who  own  without  themselves 
using  for  productive  purposes  the  thing  they  own. 

Do  not  jump  to  the  conclusion  that  this  is  to  deny  the 
rightfulness  of  private  ownership,  for  most  assuredly  it  is 
not.  Experience  has  proved  beyond  a reasonable  doubt 
that  private  ownership  is  better  for  society  than  is  social 
ownership.  And  the  individual,  as  a farmer  working  his 
own  place,  who  uses  the  thing  he  owns  to  produce,  gets  a 
development  as  a human  being  impossible  in  any  other  way. 

But  you  know  the  abuses  to  which  absentee  landlord- 
ism led  in  Ireland.  And  the  absentee  ownership  of  capital 
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is  likely  to  lead  to  a disregard  of  the  rights  of  actual  work- 
ers using  the  capital.  “Distance  disinfects  dividends,”  is 
the  way  someone  expressed  the  fact  that  absentee  owners 
accept  unquestioningly  dividends  earned  by  methods  which 
they  themselves  would  not  employ  in  using  capital  directly. 


Obligations  of  Ownership 

Ownership  for  production  has  different  results,  in  the 
long  run  and  on  the  whole,  from  ownership  merely  to  re- 
ceive an  income  in  order  that  one  may  live  without  work- 
ing. Mere  ownership  in  itself  produces  nothing,  and  if 
simply  by  ownership  one  receives  an  income,  that  income 
must  come  from  the  use  to  which  others  put  the  thing. 

One  of  the  great  problems  arising  under  a system  of 
private  ownership  is  to  preserve  its  undoubted  benefits 
while  at  the  same  time  avoiding  the  evils  which  are  likely 
to  creep  in  under  a laissez  faire  policy.  These  evils  do  not 
come  from  private  ownership  itself,  but  oftentimes  arise 
from  excessive  ownership  in  a few  hands.  Wheat,  for  in- 
stance, is  in  itself  good,  but  too  much  wheat  for  one  indi- 
vidual is  an  evil.  If  one  ate  only  wheat,  and  nothing  else, 
one  would  not  get  some  articles  of  diet  necessary  for  well- 
rounded  development.  Bounteous  rain  is  a blessing,  but 
too  much  rain  at  one  time  and  in  one  place  produces  a dis- 
astrous flood. 

One  who  by  ownership  manages  to  escape  working 
loses  the  benefits  which  come  from  working.  For  work  is 
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not  entirely  a curse,  something  to  be  avoided  at  all  costs. 
Too  much  work,  like  too  much  of  sweets  or  of  anything 
else,  can  be  a curse,  but  work  can  also  be  a tremendous 
blessing  for  the  individual  and  for  society.  There  is  pro- 
found truth  in  the  old  saying  that  idleness  is  the  Devil’s 
workshop.  So  far  from  work  being  a curse,  it  is  rather  a 
lack  of  work  which  is  a curse. 

Therefore,  any  economic  system  which  agrees  com- 
pletely with  God’s  word,  “With  labor  and  toil  shalt  thou 
eat,”  will  be  so  arranged  that  all  who  are  capable  of  work- 
ing will  perform  their  share  of  work  and  receive  the  mani- 
fest benefits  of  working.  There  will  be  in  such  a society 
no  Devil’s  workshop  of  idleness,  no  social  attitudes  by  which 
those  who  do  not  have  to  work  will  have  a certain  social 
prestige  from  the  fact — will  be  considered  in  some  way 
more  aristocratic  than  those  who  must  work.  Who  is  bet- 
ter, more  aristocratic  (for  the  root  meaning  of  “aristo- 
cratic” is  rule  by  the  best) , than  our  Blessed  Lady  who  did 
her  own  housework,  or  better  than  Joseph  who  worked  as 
an  artisan?  Was  Jesus  less  the  best,  because  He  ate  His 
bread  in  the  labor  and  toil  of  a Carpenter? 

Excessive  Concentration  of  Ownership 

The  ability  through  ownership  to  live  without  working 
comes  only  when  some  have  concentrated  in  their  hands  so 
extensive  an  ownership  that  large  numbers  (since  the 
things  to  be  owned  are  limited)  are  left  without  owner- 
ship, and  so  without  the  benefits  which  come  from  owner- 
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ship.  Because  some  are  more  acquisitive  or  less  scrupulous 
than  are  others,  ownership,  under  a policy  of  laissez  faire, 
tends  to  become  more  and  more  concentrated  in  a few 
hands,  and  consequently  the  condition  of  being  without 
ownership,  proletarianism,  tends  to  become  more  and  more 
widespread.  The  wealthy  owners  will  receive  more  than 
they  can  spend  even  in  the  most  luxurious  living,  and  those 
without  ownership  will  receive  less  than  they  need. 

That  is  the  situation  to  which  we  have  come,  and  which 
explains  many  of  the  evils  of  to-day.  For  it  is  estimated 
that  3.3%  of  the  population  of  this  country  receives 
33  % of  the  national  income,  with  the  consequence  that  one- 
third  of  the  people  are  probably  below  the  line  of  real 
poverty.  Moreover,  in  an  economy  of  mass  production  for 
sale  it  is  essential  for  prosperity  that  production  and  con- 
sumption should  be  balanced.  If  not,  unemployment  on  a 
wide  scale  ensues,  a depression  occurs,  the  actual  want  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  population  is  intensified,  and  society 
as  a whole  (even  including  the  wealthy)  suffers.  That  is, 
an  economic  system  which  allows  large  numbers  to  dis- 
regard God’s  word,  “With  labor  and  toil  shalt  thou  eat,” 
ultimately  proves  inefficient. 

Since  the  introduction  of  power-driven  machinery  in 
mass  production  for  sale,  probably  the  years  of  depression 
have  been  twice  as  numerous  as  the  years  of  prosperity. 
And  certainly  any  economy  which  cannot  show  a better 
record  than  this  must  have  something  fundamentally  wrong 
in  its  organization.  The  fault  is  not,  as  Socialists  and 
Communists  falsely  assert,  in  the  institution  of  private 
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property.  No  matter  what  opponents  say,  private  property 
is  not  robbery.  The  fault  is  rather  that  private  ownership 
has  become  restricted  instead  of  being  properly  diffused. 

After  nineteen  hundred  years  of  Christianity,  we 
should  have  a better  distribution  of  ownership.  But  until 
that  better  distribution  comes,  those  who  have  to  work 
should  strive  to  realize  in  their  own  lives  the  possible  bless- 
ings of  work.  Those  who  do  not  have  to  work  should  real- 
ize that  the  best  cure  for  the  ennui  of  idleness  is  work.  All 
should  accept  work  for  its  disciplinary  value,  as  an  imita- 
tion of  the  Holy  Family,  in  conformity  with  God’s  word  to 
Adam:  “With  labor  and  toil  shalt  thou  eat.” 
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The  Second  Word:  “Why  stand  you  here  all  the  day  idle?’' 

(Matt.,  XX.  6) . 

I.  Recapulation  of  previous  sermon. 

II.  True  curse  in  our  economic  muddle  is  not  work  but  unem- 

ployment. 

(1)  Employment  depends  on  ability  of  employer  to  sell  what 
is  produced,  that  is,  production  and  consumption  must 
balance. 

(2)  Consumption  implies  purchasing  power. 

III.  Why  do  those  who  need  goods  lack  purchasing  power? 

(1)  Sometimes  for  an  individual  fault,  such  as  drink,  waste- 
fulness, laziness,  etc. 

(2)  But  principally  because  in  process  of  production  the 
factor  of  labor  (as  a whole)  has  not  received  sufficient 
purchasing  power. 

(3)  One-thirty- third  of  population  receives  one-third  of 
purchasing  power. 

IV.  This  violation  of  justice  leads  to  periodic  depressions,  in- 

efficiency of  the  economic  system. 

V.  Because  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His  justice  are  not  the  first 

aim  of  the  system,  all  things  are  not  added. 

Ever  since  our  first  parents  sinned  in  the  Garden  of 
Eden,  men  have  had  to  work  in  order  to  get  what  they 
needed  from  the  earth.  God  said  to  Adam,  representing 
the  human  race,  “With  labor  and  toil  shalt  thou  eat,”  and 
there  is  no  way  by  which  men  can  evade  that  word,  either 
as  individuals  or  as  nations,  without  in  the  long  run  paying 
the  penalty  for  their  evasion. 
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But,  as  was  said  last  Sunday,  the  need  to  work  in  order 
to  obtain  bread  is  not  an  unmixed  curse.  For  work  de- 
velops character,  disciplines  the  careless,  curbs  the  funda- 
mentally futile  desire  to  get  something  for  nothing,  taps 
unsuspected  sources  of  strength  in  the  personality,  brings 
us  into  closer  imitation  of  the  Carpenter  of  Nazareth.  And 
where  the  opportunities  to  work  are  sufficiently  abundant 
for  the  willing,  men  grow  into  self-respecting  human  beings 
who  are  glad  to  depend  on  their  own  efforts.  Whereas  those 
who  can  work  but  in  some  way  manage  to  eat  without  work- 
ing, inevitably  degenerate.  Idleness  is  the  Devil’s  work- 
shop. 


Cause  of  Business  Depressions 

Where  private  ownership,  however,  has  been  allowed 
through  laissez  faire  to  become  concentrated  in  a few 
hands,  many  will  have  no  productive  property  on  which  to 
labor  and  must  ask  from  idle  owners  of  property  permis- 
sion to  work.  And  where  the  dominant  economy  is  one  of 
production  for  sale,  with  purchasing  power  so  distributed 
that  one-third  of  the  people  cannot  buy  all  that  they  need 
(it  has  been  estimated  that  33%  of  the  national  income 
goes  to  3.3%  of  the  population),  there  will  be  periodic  de- 
pressions because  production  and  consumption  do  not  bal- 
ance. After  a short  period  of  prosperity  at  most,  unsold 
goods  will  pile  up,  retailers  will  cut  their  orders,  producers 
will  discharge  employees,  thus  further  lessening  the  dif- 
fusion of  purchasing  power,  and  a stalling  of  business  will 
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ensue  which  intensifies  want  and  spreads  over  the  country 
with  an  indescribable  amount  of  suffering. 

The  truly  accursed  in  this  economic  muddle  are  not 
those  who  need  to  and  do  work  for  their  bread,  but  those 
who  need  and  want  to  work  without  being  able  to  find  em- 
ployment. Perhaps  in  an  economy  of  small  owners  who 
work  for  themselves  and  produce  mainly  for  use,  instead 
of  for  sale,  production  and  consumption  would  balance  and 
there  would  always  be  the  opportunity  of  working.  But 
that  is  not  the  situation  in  which  we  find  ourselves. 

In  our  extremely  complicated  economy  of  mass  produc- 
tion for  sale,  instead  of  for  use  by  the  producers,  unem- 
ployment is  rife.  The  surprising  thing  is  not  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  time  production  and  consumption  do  not  bal- 
ance, and  that  we  have  what  is  euphemistically  called  a 
depression,  but  that  production  and  consumption  ever  ap- 
proximately balance,  resulting  in  a period  of  prosperity. 

The  situation  would  be  sufficiently  complicated  if  it 
were  merely  that  various  producers  had  to  guess  the 
amount  they  could  sell  and  frequently  guessed  wrong.  But 
money  introduces  a further  complicating  element,  for  the 
effect  of  money  depends  not  only  on  its  amount  in  propor- 
tion to  the  goods  purchased,  but  also  on  its  velocity  of  cir- 
culation. Certainly  the  effect  of  $100  received  by  a wage- 
earner,  and  immediately  spent  so  that  in  a week  it  passes 
through  ten  hands,  is  vastly  different  from  a like  amount 
received  by  a bondholder  and  hoarded.  St.  Paul  says  that 
the  “desire  for  money  is  the  root  of  all  evil”  (I  Tim.,  vi.  10), 
and  money  seems  to  result  in  complications  which  we  have 
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not  yet  solved — for  instance,  that  less  than  a third  of  the 
time  do  we  have  the  fundamental  requisite  for  prosperity, 
a balancing  of  production  and  consumption. 


The  Right  to  Work 

Cardinal  Manning  once  wrote : “Every  man  has  a right 
to  work  or  to  bread.”  And  surely  it  is  better  from  every 
standpoint  that  men  should  get  their  bread  by  working 
for  it,  rather  than  that  it  should  be  merely  given  to  them, 
though  of  course  there  is  a place  for  charity  towards  those 
who  are  unable  to  work.  That  would  seem  to  be  God’s 
plan  for  human  life,  and  the  society  in  which  nearly  all 
need  to  work  and  can  easily  find  work  is  better  organized 
than  one  beset  with  unemployment  and  cumbered  with 
parasitical  human  beings — thieves,  grafters,  social  play- 
boys and  playgirls — who  manage  to  live  without  working. 

It  is  evident  that  the  chance  to  work,  except  for  those 
in  a position  to  produce  for  their  own  use,  depends  very 
largely  on  a balance  between  production  and  consumption. 
Yet,  it  would  seem  to  be  as  simple  as  two  plus  two  equals 
four  that  when  some  are  shivering  with  cold  because  they 
have  no  heat,  coal  miners  should  hot  be  idle  for  want  of 
work.  If  the  one-third  of  the  population  which  is  poorly 
fed,  badly  housed,  under-clothed,  had  all  their  needs  filled, 
there  would  be  no  agricultural  surplus,  our  idle  looms  would 
be  humming,  our  building  trades  would  be  working  over- 
time. 
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Why  is  it  that  these  needs  are  not  filled,  and  thereby 
everyone  has  the  opportunity  of  working,  thus  completely 
eliminating  unemployment?  To  understand  the  answer 
to  that  question,  we  must  realize  that  we  are  living  in  an 
economy  of  mass  production  for  sale.  There  will  be  work 
for  everyone  when  there  is  not  only  need  but  also  sale  for 
what  they  produce.  And  there  will  be  sale  for  the  needed 
fuel,  clothing,  housing,  etc.,  when  those  who  lack  them  have 
the  purchasing  power  to  buy  them. 

Production  and  Consumption 

We  come,  then,  to  a further  question:  why  is  it  that 
the  people  who  need  these  necessaries  of  living  do  not  have 
the  purchasing  power  to  buy  them?  Some,  of  course,  be- 
cause they  have  been  lazy,  or  given  to  drink,  or  for  some 
other  personal  and  individual  fault.  But  by  far  the  most 
important  reason  why  many  who  lack  some  of  the  neces- 
saries of  life  do  not  have  the  purchasing  power  to  buy  them, 
is  because,  in  the  process  of  production,  purchasing  power 
has  been  distributed  in  such  a way  that  one-third  of  it  goes 
to  one-thirty-third  of  the  people. 

To  some  this  may  seem  strange,  because  what  A,  B, 
and  C produce  should  on  the  whole  be  exchanged  for  what 
X,  Y,  and  Z produce,  thus  balancing  production  and  con- 
sumption. But  that  apparent  simplicity  is  deceiving.  For 
production  is  not  by  individuals,  but  by  units  of  the  three 
factors — land,  labor,  and  capital. 

Now,  there  are  two  ethical  reasons  why  labor  should 
receive  a greater  purchasing  power  than  it  does  at  present. 
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First,  it  would  seem  elementary  justice  that  each  of  the 
three  factors — land,  labor,  and  capital — should  receive  the 
equivalent  of  what  it  has  contributed  to  production.  The 
fact  that  3.3%  of  the  people  receive  33%  of  the  national 
income  is  an  indication — although  not  an  absolutely  con- 
clusive indication,  it  is  true- — that  labor  does  not  get  the 
full  equivalent  of  what  it  has  contributed.  And  the  second 
reason  is  that  each  human  being,  by  the  very  fact  of  being 
human,  is  entitled  to  the  opportunity  to  work,  and,  when 
the  total  product  allows  of  it,  is  entitled  to  such  compensa- 
tion for  his  work  as  will  enable  him  to  live  as  a human 
being. 

The  last  phrase  is  sometimes  expressed:  labor  should 
be  paid  a living  wage.  And  where  the  distribution  of  pur- 
chasing power  between  the  three  factors  of  production — 
land,  labor,  and  capital — violates  this  ethical  injunction, 
the  economy  is  so  disturbed  that  it  cannot  operate  as  effi- 
ciently as  it  would  if  the  moral  law  were  followed  strictly. 
It  is  another  example  of  the  universal  application  of  the 
moral  law,  and  if  we  are  to  get  the  most  out  of  living  we 
must  observe  that  law. 

Pros  and  Cons  of  Capitalism 

This  is  not  a condemnation  of  capitalism,  but  only  an 
assertion  that  the  moral  law  applies  to  economics  as  well 
as  to  every  other  activity  of  human  beings.  In  the  long 
history  of  the  human  race  men  have  tried  many  different 
economic  arrangements,  but  the  only  one  which  seems  to 
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have  demonstrated  its  ability  to  produce  plenty  for  every- 
one of  a large,  widespread  population  over  a long  period  of 
time  is  capitalism. 

However,  although  capitalism  seems  to  have  the  ability 
to  produce  plenty  for  all,  its  productive  capacity  has  never 
been  fully  utilized,  and  not  everyone  has  had  plenty.  There 
may  be  several  ways  of  remedying  this,  and  for  that  rea- 
son the  Church  does  not  presume  to  point  out  any  one  way. 
As  Pope  Pius  XI  wrote  in  his  Encyclical  on  Atheistic  Com- 
munism: “In  the  sphere  of  social-economics,  although  the 
Church  has  never  proposed  a definite  technical  system, 
since  it  is  not  her  field,  she  has  nevertheless  clearly  outlined 
the  guiding  principles  which,  while  susceptible  of  varied 
concrete  applications  according  to  the  diversified  conditions 
of  times  and  places  and  peoples,  indicate  the  safe  way  of 
securing  the  happy  progress  of  society”  (§34). 

But  the  Church  does  emphatically  assert  with  Christ: 
“Not  in  bread  alone  doth  man  live,  but  in  every  word  that 
proceedeth  from  the  mouth  of  God.”  And  one  of  those 
words  is:  “Seek  ye  first  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His  just- 
ice; and  all  these  things  [the  necessaries  of  life]  shall  be 
added  unto  you”  (Matt.,  vi.  33).  And  it  would  seem  to  be 
an  obvious  corollary  from  this  that,  if  we  do  not  seek  first 
the  kingdom  of  God  and  His  justice,  all  these  things  will 
not  be  added  to  us.  Our  economic  system  has  periodically 
stalled  in  depressions  because  it  has  not  sought  first  of  all 
God’s  justice;  for  if  it  had  sought  first  God’s  justice,  it 
would  have  devised  a system  of  distribution  whereby  all 
workers  would  have  received  living  wages. 
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The  Third  Word:  ‘‘And  every  man  shall  sit  under  his 
(own)  vine”  (Mich.,  iv.  4) 

I.  For  best  results  human  society  must  be  founded  on  private 

ownership. 

(1)  Ownership  is  not  absolute,  but  a stewardship  from  God 

which  should  recognize  that:  , 

(a)  each  man  has  a right  to  work; 

(b)  those  unable  to  work  have  a right  to  necessaries. 

(2)  A system  based  on  private  ownership  is  consistent  with 

some  things  being  owned  in  common. 

(3)  Private  ownership  should  be  diffused. 

II.  Laissez  faire  allows  abuses  of  private  ownership. 

(1)  But  abuses  very  difficult  to  prevent  or  remove  by  Act  of 

Congress. 

(2)  Danger  of  legislation  leading  to  omnipotent  and  omni- 

competent State. 

(3)  Better  for  people  to  reform  economic  system  through 

non-political  action: 

(a)  because  they  thus  develop  their  own  capacity; 

(b)  and  avoid  building  up  a paternalistic  State. 

III.  Summary  of  Catholic  conception  is  system  under  which: 

(1)  each  one  does  his  share  of  work; 

(2)  has  opportunity  to  work; 

(3)  private  ownership  is  widely  diffused; 

(4)  God’s  justice  is  the  first  aim. 


No  one  can  read  God’s  Word,  the  Bible,  without  real- 
izing that  the  theocratic  State  envisaged  by  the  Mosaic 
Law  was  based  on  private  ownership.  It  was  not  an  abso- 
lute ownership,  however,  but  had  certain  restrictions, 
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notably  that  of  the  Jubilee.  And  it  was  conceived  as  carry- 
ing with  it  some  responsibilities  for  the  welfare  of  all. 

What  Our  Lord  foretold  in  regard  to  false  prophets  of 
religion,  wolves  so  cleverly  disguised  in  sheep’s  clothing 
that  even  some  of  the  elect  would  be  deceived,  can  be  ap- 
pied  also  to  economic  questions.  There  is  danger  that  some 
who  see  the  faults  of  the  system  under  which  we  live,  and 
sincerely  wish  to  remedy  matters,  may  be  so  deceived  by 
false  economic  prophets  that  they  wish  to  substitute  some 
other  system  which  will  work  even  more  injustice  than  does 
the  present  one. 

In  seeking  to  eliminate  economic  evils,  it  must  always 
be  kept  in  mind  that  man  does  not  live  by  bread  alone,  but 
by  every  word  that  proceedeth  from  the  mouth  of  God; 
and  so  far  as  we  can  see  God’s  plan  for  the  human  race, 
it  requires  that  society  should  be  founded  on  the  rock  of 
private  ownership,  which  includes  the  private  ownership 
of  productive  property  for  those  who  wish  its  responsibil- 
ities. Seeking  first  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His  justice  is 
the  only  way  of  having  the  other  things  of  material  pros- 
perity added  to  us. 


Private  Ownership 

It  is  still  eminently  true,  as  St.  Thomas  Aquinas 
argued,  that  private  ownership  is  better  than  common  own- 
ership, because  each  one  is  more  solicitous  to  procure  what 
belongs  to  himself  than  what  belongs  to  the  community; 
and  because  affairs  will  be  better  ordered  if  each  one  has 
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the  obligation  of  looking  after  himself,  than  if  he  is  spoon- 
fed by  a minutely  regimenting  government  (II,  II,  Q.  Ixvi, 
art.  2).  Until  human  beings  become  so  unselfish  that  these 
arguments  are  no  longer  valid,  it  would  seem  to  be  only 
false  prophets  of  collectivism  who  condemn  a system  of 
private  ownership  by  which  each  man  sits  under  his  own 
vine  and  fig  tree. 

But  private  ownership  should  never  be  absolute  and 
completely  unrestricted,  as  under  a laissez  faire  policy. 
Always  private  property  should  be  held  as  a trust  from 
God.  If  all  private  owners  used  their  property  according 
to  such  a trusteeship,  the  evils  which  now  in  some — even  in 
many — instances  accompany  private  ownership,  and  which 
some  wish  to  remedy  by  substituting  common  ownership, 
would  disappear.  Let  all  private  owners  use  their  prop- 
erty first  for  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His  justice,  and  there 
will  be  no  even  plausible  argument  for  universal  collective 
ownership. 


Public  Ownership  and  Control 

Private  ownership  can,  and  should,  prevail  in  such  a 
way  as  to  recognize  that  whoever  can  work  has  a right  to 
work,  that  is,  to  the  opportunity  to  gain  for  himself  by 
labor  the  necessaries  of  life;  and  that  anyone  who  cannot 
work  has  a right  to  receive  the  necessaries  of  life  from  the 
superfluous  goods  of  the  rich. 

It  should  be  remembered,  too,  that  a society  may  be 
based  on  private  ownership,  and  yet  some  things  may  be 
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owned  in  common.  It  is  sometimes  better  that  very  large 
properties,  especially  of  natural  resources  or  monopolies 
of  organization,  should  be  owned  by  the  State.  Also,  the 
State  may  sometimes  legitimately  interfere  in  the  interest 
of  better  diffusion  of  private  ownership.  Wise  interference 
of  this  kind  can  really  be  a defense  of  private  ownership 
itself. 

For  it  is  possible  for  ownership  to  devour  itself,  in 
a sense,  like  the  snake  of  the  oriental  fable  taking  its  tail 
in  its  mouth  and  eating  itself.  Certainly  it  is  obvious  that 
widely  diffused  private  ownership,  so  that  there  are  no 
poor  and  everyone  has  enough  without  anyone  having  too 
much,  is  very  different  from  private  ownership  where  one- 
tenth  of  the  people  own  nine-tenths  of  the  wealth,  or  one- 
thirty-third  of  the  people  receive  one-third  of  the  national 
income,  while  one-third  of  the  people  have  less  than  enough 
and  a few  have  more  than  they  can  possibly  use. 

But  though  the  evils  of  such  a situation  are  obvious, 
the  measures  by  which  the  State  can  remedy  it  are  not  so 
obvious.  Some  persons  have  a naive  trust  in  legislation. 
Their  first  reaction  to  a situation  they  think  should  be 
changed  is  that  of  Rube  Goldberg’s  cartoon : “There  ought 
to  be  a law  about  that!”  But  let  them  recall  that  those 
who  were  dissatisfied  with  the  slow  process  of  education  in 
eliminating  the  abuse  of  alcohol  once  had  the  same  innocent 
trust  in  a law.  They  thought  that  the  Volstead  Law  would 
immediately  solve  the  problem,  but  the  law  merely  in- 
creased the  problem. 
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Public  Respect  for  Private  Rights 

The  abuses  of  private  ownership  are  as  difficult  to 
remedy  by  legislation  as  were  the  abuses  of  alcohol.  It  is 
the  part  of  experience  not  to  be  more  optimistic  about 
making  men  perfectly  just  in  regard  to  private  ownership 
by  Act  of  Congress  than  about  making  them  sober  by  Act 
of  Congress. 

Moreover,  there  is  danger  that  one  law  will  necessitate 
another,  until  finally  there  is  built  up  a State  trying  to 
regiment  the  minutest  actions  of  its  citizens.  And  from 
that  it  is  but  a step  to  the  omnipotent,  omnicompetent  State, 
which  claims  to  be  the  source  of  all  right.  What  the  cit- 
izens might  expect  under  such  conditions  is  abundantly 
clear  from  the  actions  of  those  governments  already  claim- 
ing such  supremacy. 

Any  government  which  does  not  acknowledge  that  its 
citizens  have  certain  God-given  rights  will  never  secure  a 
greater  degree  of  justice  for  them  than  they  now  have  in 
the  United  States,  whatever  defects  of  private  ownership 
here  exist.  Our  Declaration  of  Independence  specifically 
asserts  that  all  men  have  rights  from  God  to  life,  liberty, 
<and  the  pursuit  of  happiness,  and  that  when  any  govern- 
ment attempts  to  take  away  these  rights  revolt  is  justi- 
fiable. 

Moreover,  the  people,  with  the  freedom  of  action  they 
have  under  our  government,  can  by  non-political  means 
prevent  most  of  the  evils  and  abuses  of  private  ownership. 


42 


NOT  IN  BREAD  ALONE 


And  to  do  this  for  themselves,  instead  of  depending  upon 
the  State  to  do  it,  would  have  two  very  salutary  effects. 

Dangers  of  Paternalistic  Government 

In  the  first  place,  they  would  be  building  up  their  own 
capacity  for  meeting  the  situations  of  life.  What  Thomas 
Jefferson  said  has  profound  truth:  “That  government  is 
best  which  governs  least.”  This  is  certainly  true  if  the 
people  have  the  ability,  and  are  left  free  to  exercise  their 
ability,  to  do  for  themselves  many  of  the  things  which  a 
paternalistic  or  regimenting  government  would  be  expected 
to  do.  Action  for  themselves  by  the  people  develops  self- 
reliance  and  capability,  whereas  a looking  to  the  govern- 
ment for  action  breeds  dependence  and,  to  use  a colloquial- 
ism, a “gimme”  attitude.  This  grows  by  what  it  gets  until 
the  State  is  expected  to  do  everything. 

And,  in  the  second  place,  by  doing  for  themselves  the 
people  would  avoid  the  development  of  a paternalistic, 
minutely  regimenting,  and  finally  dictatorial  government. 
Those  who  will  not  do  for  themselves,  but  expect  the  State 
to  do  everything,  are  unworthy  of  freedom,  and  will  soon 
lose  both  freedom  and  the  ability  to  help  themselves.  In  the 
long  run,  people  have  the  sort  of  government  they  deserve. 

As  the  old  saying  goes,  eternal  vigilance  is  the  price 
of  liberty.  And  one  way  in  which  this  vigilance  should 
manifest  itself  is  by  jealously  refusing  to  allow  the  State 
to  do  for  us  what  we  ourselves,  independently  of  the  State, 
can  accomplish. 
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Summary  of  Catholic  Conception  of  Society 

To  sum  up.  The  Catholic  conception  of  God’s  plan 
for  human  society  is  one  in  which  the  generality  of  men 
will  have  to  work  for  what  they  get.  That  working,  how- 
ever, is  not  an  unmixed  curse.  It  is  also  a discipline  making 
for  the  development  of  character.  Each  one  has  a right 
to  that  blessing  of  work,  and  the  true  curse  is  not  work 
but  unemployment. 

Also  human  nature  being  what  it  is,  if  men  are  to  have 
liberty  to  pursue  their  happiness,  a system  of  private  prop- 
erty is  demanded.  But  such  a system  of  private  property, 
even  if  artificial  restrictions  have  to  be  set  up,  should  be 
widely  diffused  and  should  embrace  ownership  of  pro- 
ductive property  as  well  as  of  consumers’  goods.  It  is  not 
necessary,  and  considering  men’s  differences  probably  not 
just,  to  have  absolute  equality.  But  certainly  there  should 
not  be  such  inequality,  as  has  happened  in  our  economy, 
that  one  family  receives  an  income  forty  thousand  times 
greater  than  that  of  another. 

If  the  proper  restrictions  are  set  up,  it  is  possible 
that  each  one  will  be  kept  busy  making  what  fills  his  own 
need  and  the  needs  of  others.  Should  this  not  happen, 
however,  further  non-political  steps  can  be  taken  towards 
this  end.  No  nation  of  our  size  for  any  length  of  time  has 
arranged  its  economic  organization  so  that  everyone  had 
enough  and  no  one  too  much.  But  it  can  be  done  if  we  are 
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sufficiently  in  earnest  in  seeking  first  the  kingdom  of  God 
and  His  justice. 

Just  how  private  property  is  to  be  regulated  so  that 
each  one  will  have  enough  and  no  one  too  much,  the  Church 
does  not  presume  to  say.  She  does  say  very  emphatically, 
though,  that  it  cannot  be  accomplished  if  God’s  law  is 
ignored,  for  man  does  not  live  by  bread  alone — in  fact,  can- 
not get  that  bread  for  everyone  except  by  seeking  first 
the  kingdom  of  God  and  His  justice.  Surely,  after  nine- 
teen hundred  years  of  Christianity,  if  Christians  had  really 
been  in  earnest  in  seeking  God’s  justice,  they  would  have 
arranged  an  economy  which  would  have  secured  a greater 
degree  of  justice  than  does  the  one  in  which  we  live. 

This  is  not  as  definite,  it  is  admitted,  as  some  would 
like.  They  want  a detailed  blueprint.  But,  as  Pope  Pius 
XI  said,  it  is  not  the  Church’s  place  to  specify  exactly  the 
economic  system  needed.  That  is  the  task  of  the  laity.  In 
striving  to  accomplish  that  task,  pray  in  order  that  you 
may  know  what  you  should  do,  and  that  you  may  not  be 
deceived  by  false  economic  prophets  dressed  in  sheep’s 
clothing. 
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The  Fourth  Word:  “Beware  of  false  prophets” 
(Matt.,  vii.  15). 

I.  Essentially  our  economy  based  on  respect  for  individual,  which 

includes  right  of  private  ownership. 

(1)  Its  faults  principally  due  to  men  not  seeking  first  God’s 
justice. 

II.  Opposed  to  individualism  and  private  ownership  are  collect- 

ivism and  common  ownership. 

(1)  May  have  degrees. 

(2)  The  lesser  degree,  Socialism. 

(3)  The  greater  degree.  Communism. 

III.  Socialism  would: 

(1)  exalt  the  State  until  it  became  omnipotent; 

(2)  put  ownership  of  all  capital  in  hands  of  State. 

(a)  Its  spirit  is  essentially  materialistic. 

(b)  It  would  prevent  actualization  of  man’s  capacity  as 
intelligent  and  free  being  to  own  capital. 

(c)  It  would  prevent  discipline  and  development  of 
character  coming  from  such  ownership. 

IV.  No  form  of  association,  whether  individualism  or  collectivism, 

of  itself  will  eliminate  all  evils. 

(1)  For  every  form  depends  on  character  of  people  admin- 
istering it. 

(2)  Most  important  thing  is  that  people  realize  that  men 
do  not  live  by  bread  alone. 

(3)  They  should  seek  first  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His 
justice. 

Essentially,  both  the  economic  and  the  governmental 
system  under  which  we  have  grown  up  has  respected  the 
individual.  Some  have  called  it  ''rugged  individualism.'' 
It  has  had  its  faults.  Some  individuals  have  used  the  free- 
dom which  they  have  enjoyed  under  it  to  destroy  the  free- 
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dom  of  others.  For  some,  individualism  has  led  to  untold 
riches;  and  for  others,  it  has  led  to  rags  and  starvation. 

But  the  wise-crack  about  “rugged  individualism”  in- 
evitably leading  to  “ragged  individualism”  is  only  a shal- 
low criticism.  Anyone  who  thinks  seriously  of  the  matter 
will  see  that  it  is  not  a legitimate  condemnation  of  the 
whole  system  of  respect  for  the  individual,  but  only  of  the 
abuses  which  have  accompanied  what  is  called  individual- 
ism. It  is  true  that  some  of  those  who  have  been  stronger 
than  others  have  forgotten  to  seek  first  the  kingdom  of  God 
and  His  justice,  and  have  succumbed  to  the  sight  of  lands 
and  cities  stretched  out,  as  it  were  by  Satan,  before  them. 
They  have  by  unjust  means  seized  those  prizes.  Ambition, 
avarice,  greed  have  dominated  a sufficient  number  to  make 
it  impossible  for  millions  to  get  their  reasonable  share. 

It  is  admitted  that  individualism  and  private  owner- 
ship based  on  ruthless  selfishness,  instead  of  on  seeking 
first  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His  justice,  have  resulted  in 
one-tenth  of  the  population  owning  nine-tenths  of  the 
wealth,  in  one-thirty-third  of  the  people  receiving  one-third 
of  the  national  income,  in  one-third  of  the  population  being 
under-fed,  under-clothed,  poorly  housed,  while  others  have 
more  than  they  can  possibly  use.  Because  we  have  ignored 
the  words  of  God,  we  have  reached  a situation  where  we 
can  produce  plenty  for  all,  but  all  have  not  had  plenty.  And 
rich  though  we  are  as  a nation,  all  cannot  have  plenty  when 
some  receive  so  much  more  than  others  receive. 

Looking  at  the  picture  of  how  wealth  is  distributed,  it 
is  not  surprising  that  many  sincere  people  and  many  dema- 
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gogues  yield  to  the  temptation  to  blame  the  whole  trouble 
on  individualism  and  private  ownership.  In  their  haste 
they  overlook  the  fact  that  the  root  of  the  evil  is  a failure 
to  seek  first  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His  justice,  and  they 
rush  to  the  conclusion  that  a substitution  of  collective  own- 
ership for  private  ownership  will  automatically  cure  all  the 
evils  which  oppress  our  sight  in  the  present  social  scene. 

Socialism  a Lesser  Degree  of  Collectivism 

Collectivism,  it  is  true,  can  have  degrees,  and  the 
lesser  collectivism  we  shall  call  Socialism.  It  is  not  easy 
to  define  Socialism  with  any  exactness  because  it  varies 
to  some  extent  with  the  advocate,  and  does  not  exist  con- 
cretely in  any  nation.  Think  for  a moment  how  hard  it  is 
to  define  democracy,  though  we  have  had  an  existing  ex- 
ample of  it  in  our  own  nation  for  a century  and  a half. 
Because  it  is  so  hard  to  say  just  what  is  and  what  is  not 
Socialism,  sometimes  perfectly  orthodox  Catholics  have 
been  accused  of  being  Socialistic. 

For  one  thing,  however.  Socialism  exalts  the  State, 
and  would  put  the  ownership  of  capital  (productive  prop- 
erty) in  the  hands  of  the  State.  On  paper,  it  looks  like  a 
simple  solution  of  the  difficulties  arising  from  private  own- 
ership of  capital,  and  to  do  away  with  the  concentrations 
of  vast  wealth  which  in  reality  limit  the  ownership  of  great 
numbers.  That  is  its  sheep’s  clothing,  and  for  that  reason 
it  has  deceived  many. 
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Two  Flaws  of  Socialism 

But  Socialism  has  two  flaws  which  seem  to  run  counter 
to  the  relationship  which  should  exist  between  human  be- 
ings and  material  things.  First  of  all,  the  spirit  of  Social- 
ism is  materialistic.  Socialism  acts  as  if  men  were  merely 
bodies  and  lived  by  bread  alone.  But  man  has  a soul  as 
well  as  a body,  and  liveth  by  every  word  which  proceedeth 
from  the  mouth  of  God.  Any  system  which  ignores  this 
duality  of  man’s  nature  will  ultimately  fail  in  ministering 
even  to  man’s  material  needs,  because  it  is  not  taking  into 
account  the  whole  of  man. 

Again,  because  men  are  intelligent  beings  endowed 
with  free  will  they  have  an  inherent  capacity  to  own  pro- 
ductive property  privately.  Socialism  takes  away  the  op- 
portunity of  actualizing  this  right.  And  it  also  takes  away 
the  discipline  of  human  beings  which  comes  from  managing 
such  property  and  depending  upon  themselves  individually. 
Under  a system  of  private  ownership  some  men  will  make 
mistakes  in  economic  matters,  but  freedom  is  God-given 
and  therefore  respected  by  God.  Moreover,  Socialism 
ignores  the  fact  that  people  take  more  interest  in  what  is 
their  own  than  they  do  in  community  property,  and  that 
on  the  whole  society  will  be  better  ordered  when  each  one 
looks  after  himself  than  when  a paternalistic  government 
looks  after  all. 

Furthermore,  Socialism  by  lodging  ownership  of  all 
capital  in  the  State  gives  the  State  a power  over  the  indi- 
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vidual  which  could  be  abused,  and  which  in  somewhat  sim- 
ilar circumstances  has  been  abused.  Once  such  power  has 
been  given  to  the  State,  nothing  in  past  experience  indi- 
cates that  the  State  would  voluntarily  relinquish  it.  On 
the  contrary,  history  leads  us  to  suppose  that  the  people 
could  only  get  back  by  violent  revolution  what  they  had 
given.  If  Socialism  did  not  fulfill  the  promises  of  its  advo- 
cates, if  its  glib  patter  were  merely  sheep’s  clothing,  and 
Socialism  turned  out  to  be  a ravening  wolf,  what  could  the 
people  do?  The  jealousy  which  the  founders  of  this  Re- 
public showed  towards  government  was  well-founded,  and 
we  should  examine  very  carefully  schemes  by  which  gov- 
ernment would  take  away  from  the  people  all  economic 
power. 

Correction  of  Abuses  of  Individualism 

There  is  an  old  fable  of  /Esop  about  a dog  who  saw 
himself  and  the  bone  he  was  holding  reflected  in  a lake. 
Thereupon  the  dog  dropped  the  bone  he  had  in  order  to 
seize  the  reflection,  and  so  lost  both.  If  the  people  drop 
the  bone  they  have — individualism,  the  right  to  own  prop- 
erty privately — in  order  to  secure  luscious  benefits  which 
wily  demagogues  paint  in  glowing  words,  they  will  find 
that  they  have  given  up  an  actual  good  for  a mirage.  They 
are  free  to  yield  to  the  temptation  and  choose  Socialism, 
but  once  Socialism  is  established,  they  will  not  be  free,  no 
matter  how  wolfish  it  turns  out  to  be,  to  discard  it  and  go 
back  to  private  ownership. 
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Democracy,  individualism,  and  private  ownership  are 
not  perfectly  administered.  Under  them  many  have  ex- 
perienced great  suffering.  But  some  of  the  evils  can  be 
removed  while  retaining  their  obvious  benefits.  And  the 
wiser  course  surely  is  to  weigh  very  carefully  any  pro- 
posal, such  as  Socialism,  which  would  destroy  individual- 
ism and  private  ownership,  while  at  the  same  time  work- 
ing to  eliminate  any  evils.  At  any  rate,  we  should  make 
sure  that  we  are  seeking  first  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His 
justice,  that  we  are  not  seeking  rather  to  turn  stones  into 
bread,  or  to  worship  a State  which  will  give  us  all  things 
if  falling  down  we  will  adore. 

All  this  will  sound  very  general  to  many.  They  know 
the  evils  of  the  present  system,  and  they  are  inclined,  in 
their  impatience,  to  fly  to  evils  that  they  know  not  of. 
There  is  a temptation  for  me  to  point  out  specific  things 
which  could  be  done  to  make  our  individualism,  private 
ownership  and  democracy  more  ideal.  But,  as  Pope  Pius 
XI  said,  it  is  not  the  place  of  the  Church  to  detail  the  par- 
ticular economy  we  should  have.  And  it  is  profoundly  true 
that  God  intended  this  life,  at  least  after  man’s  rebellion, 
to  be  a time  of  trial. 

Imperfection  of  All  Human  Institutions 

This  world  is  a vale  of  tears.  Nothing  human  is  ever 
perfect.  No  form  of  association,  whether  individualistic 
or  socialistic,  will  in  itself  guarantee  the  abolition  of  evils. 
For  every  form  depends  on  the  character  of  the  people 
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who  operate  it.  In  last  analysis,  then,  the  most  important 
thing  is  that  the  people  should  realize  the  supremacy  of 
God’s  law  and  should  seek  first  the  kingdom  of  God  and 
His  justice.  Everything  that  makes  the  people  better  will 
improve  the  operation  of  the  system  of  private  ownership. 

However,  it  should  be  remembered  that  human  beings 
are  imperfect,  and  therefore  the  operation  of  any  system 
will  be  imperfect.  If  no  man  desired  what  he  did  not  de- 
serve, if  no  man  were  envious,  grafting,  dishonest;  if  no 
man  took  unjust  advantage  of  his  neighbor,  or  circum- 
vented his  brother  in  business,  doubtless  our  private  owner- 
ship would  work  so  perfectly  that  nobody  would  want  to 
change  it.  And  although  that  perfect  keeping  of  the  Ten 
Commandments  will  never  come,  we  may  hope  that  human 
beings  will  approximate  more  closely  to  such  perfection 
than  they  do  at  present.  In  the  meantime  we  must 
strengthen  our  own  resistance  to  temptation. 

As  a chain  is  made  up  of  individual  links,  so  any 
nation  is  made  up  of  individual  citizens.  The  character  of 
the  whole  nation,  the  way  in  which  any  particular  economic 
system  operates,  must  in  the  long  run  depend  on  the  char- 
acter of  the  individuals  using  it.  Consequently,  individuals, 
no  matter  how  obscure,  can  do  something  towards  making 
the  nation  better,  towards  making  democracy,  private  own- 
ership and  individualism,  as  opposed  to  collectivism,  work 
more  successfully  than  they  do  now  in  attaining  God’s 
justice.  No  nation  can  be  earnestly  seeking  first  the  king- 
dom of  God  and  His  justice  unless  its  individual  citizens  are 
doing  so. 
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What  is  the  basic  reason  why  all  things  else  have  not 
already  been  attained — each  to  have  enough,  no  one  to  be 
poor,  security  for  sickness  and  old  age,  in  a word,  all  the 
objectives  of  reformers?  Because  we  have  not  been  earn- 
estly enough  seeking  first  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His 
justice,  all  these  other  things  have  not  been  added  to  us. 
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The  Fifth  Word : ‘‘Even  now  there  are  become  many 
Antichrists'’  (I  John,  ii.  18) 

I.  Communism  less  elusive  than  Socialism  because  embodied  in 

existing  nation,  Russia. 

(1)  That  embodiment  is  atheistic,  collectivistic  without 
equality  of  ownership,  tyrannical,  intolerant. 

(2)  Contrast  between  actualization  of  Communism  and 
propaganda  to  deceive  prospective  converts. 

II.  Russia  wonderful  example  of  monster  which  State  without 

religion  becomes. 

(1)  Religion  is  not  opiate  of  the  people,  but  only  sure 
foundation  of  people^s  rights. 

(2)  Communist  propaganda  is  the  real  opiate. 

III.  Communism  is  Satan  proposing  third  temptation  to  Christ, 

promising  to  people  the  riches  of  the  world  if  falling 
down  they  will  adore  it. 

(1)  But  people  who  do  adore  find  that  instead  of  riches 
they  have  poverty  and  slavery. 

IV.  Pope  Pius  XI  recommended  prayer  and  penance  as  weapons. 

(1)  Lent  especially  appropriate  for  prayer  and  penance. 

(2)  These  are  an  indirect  but  effective  weapon  against 
Conununism. 

(a)  For  prayer  enlightens  minds  to  see  wolf  under 
sheep  ^s  clothing  of  Communism. 

(b)  Penance  strengthens  will  to  seek  first  the  kingdom 
of  God  and  His  justice. 


Last  Sunday  we  spoke  of  that  kind  of  collectivism 
called  “Socialism”;  to-day  that  kind  of  collectivism  called 
“Communism”  deserves  a few  words.  Here  we  are  on  more 
solid  ground  than  in  speaking  of  Socialism,  because  Com- 
munism has  found  a concrete  embodiment  in  an  existing 
nation. 
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When  we  speak  of  Communism  (with  a capital  “C”), 
we  mean  the  economic  and  governmental  system  which  has 
been  actualized  in  Russia.  That  system  is  atheistic,  collec- 
tivistic  without  equality  of  distribution,  intolerant,  tyran- 
nical. Theoretically  it  could  be  separated  from  atheism, 
and  to  that  extent  cease  to  be  irreligious.  But  Communism 
could  not  become  religious  without  ceasing  to  be  Commun- 
ism, for  there  is  an  essential  inconsistency  between  religion 
and  Communism.  The  reason  for  this  is  that  Communism 
denies  some  of  the  most  fundamental  affirmations  of 
religion. 


Irreligious  Character  of  Communism 

For  instance,  even  though  Communism  acknowledged 
some  sort  of  God,  yet  it  could  not  while  remaining  Com- 
munism give  up  its  claims  for  the  complete  supremacy  of 
the  State.  The  citizen  can  have  no  inherent  value  under 
Communism,  no  rights  which  the  State  is  bound  to  respect. 
On  the  contrary,  under  Communism  the  citizen  exists  for 
the  State,  much  as  a cell  of  the  human  body  exists  for  the 
good  of  the  body.  The  whole — ^that  is,  the  State — ^must  be, 
according  to  Communism,  supreme  over  any  of  its  parts, 
and  over  any  rights  which  God  has  bestowed  on  human 
beings. 

Furthermore,  Communism  directs  the  whole  attention 
of  its  adherents  to  this  world.  At  best,  it  would  simply 
ignore  anything  divine  and  supernatural.  In  effect  it  pro- 
claims: “Man  lives  by  bread  alone.  The  life  which  is  fed 
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by  bread  is  the  only  life  man  has  or  will  ever  have.”  Com- 
munism asserts  that  those  who  talk  about  a future  life  are 
simply  trying  to  make  the  propertyless  citizens  satisfied 
with  injustice  in  this  world.  Religion,  the  exponents  of 
Communism  have  often  said,  is  the  opiate  of  the  people. 

It  would  be  much  closer  to  the  truth  to  say  that  Com- 
munism is  the  opiate  of  the  people.  According  to  its  propa- 
ganda, its  sheep’s  clothing.  Communism  is  to  distribute  the 
natural  wealth  so  that  everyone  has  ample,  and  everyone  is 
equal.  There  will  be  no  more  poverty,  and  a few  hours’ 
work  a day  will  satisfy  all  needs.  Life  will  be  one  long, 
sweet  dream,  and  the  earth  a new  Garden  of  Eden.  In  fact, 
the  title  of  the  word  picture  Communists  draw  might  be 
“Paradise  Regained.” 

Communism  in  Practice 

Such  is  the  sheep’s  clothing  to  deceive  if  possible  even 
the  elect.  But  when  we  examine  the  actualized  accomplish- 
ments of  Communism,  the  claws  and  teeth  of  the  ravening 
wolf  appear.  For  there  is  more  hardship,  more  poverty, 
more  injustice,  more  brutalizing  work  under  Communism’s 
collectivism  than  there  is  under  our  private  ownership. 
And  strangely  enough,  under  Communism  (with  a large 
“C”)  there  is  not  communism  (with  a small  “c”),  as  mean- 
ing common  and  equal  ownership.  There  are  still  gross 
inequalities  in  Russia.  All  do  not  share  alike,  but  some 
infiuential  Party  members  manage  to  have  their  fine  furs 
and  automobiles  while  others  have  less  than  the  poorest 
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in  our  land.  In  reality,  Russia  is  not  an  earthly  paradise 
where  free  people  work  only  a few  hours  a day,  but  a vast 
concentration  camp  for  slaves. 

Under  the  Soviets  the  individual  without  Party  influ- 
ence is  so  completely  under  the  heel  of  the  State,  or  rather 
of  the  Party,  that  he  has  no  right  to  life  and  liberty  except 
what  the  Party  leaders  are  pleased  for  the  moment  to  allow. 
To-morrow  he  may  be  “purged” — that  is,  ruthlessly  mur- 
dered. Ownership  and  government  are  monopolized  by  a 
comparatively  small  clique  of  political  grafters,  racketeers, 
gangsters.  Not  only  is  the  right  of  any  non-Party  indi- 
vidual to  private  ownership  denied,  but  every  other  right 
that  he  might  have,  including  the  right  to  life,  has  been 
liquidated. 

What  has  happened  under  Communism  in  Russia,  and 
under  its  bed-fellow,  Nazism,  in  Germany,  during  the  last 
two  decades  has  shown  conclusively  that  there  is  no  secure 
foundation  for  man’s  dearest  rights  except  “a  living  not 
by  bread  alone,  but  by  every  word  that  proceedeth  from  the 
mouth  of  God.”  Religion  is  not  an  opiate  of  the  people,  but 
their  best  protection.  Russia  is  a living  demonstration  of 
what  the  State  becomes  when  religion  disappears:  might 
becomes  right,  the  strong  take  what  they  can,  the  weak  go 
under,  the  solemnest  pledge  yields  to  base  expediency,  no 
right  is  safe. 


Disillusions  of  Communists 
Those  who  were  deceived  by  Communism’s  sheep’s 
clothing  and  made  its  establishment  possible  succumbed  to 
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that  first  Satanic  temptation  of  Christ : “Turn  these  stones 
into  bread.”  They  expected  an  easy  life  with  every  luxury 
for  very  little  work;  actually  they  find  they  have  not  even 
enough  bread,  and  the  stones  are  as  hard  and  sharp  as  they 
were.  There  is  no  way  for  a great  nation  to  avoid  God’s 
dictum:  “With  labor  and  toil  shalt  thou  eat.” 

The  third  temptation  proposed  to  Christ,  you  remem- 
ber, came  when  Satan  took  Him  up  on  a high  mountain 
and  showed  Him  the  kingdoms  of  the  world  stretched  out 
before  His  gaze.  “All  these  will  I give  Thee,”  said  Satan, 
“if  falling  down  Thou  wilt  adore  me.”  “Begone,  Satan!” 
replied  Our  Lord.  “For  it  is  written:  The  Lord  thy  God 
shalt  thou  adore,  and  Him  only  shalt  thou  serve.” 

In  our  day  men  have  been  tempted  almost  literally  in 
this  way.  Satan  has  been  personified  in  Communism,  and 
Communism  has  shown  to  men  the  nations  of  the  world 
with  the  promise : “All  this  will  I give  you,  if  falling  down 
you  will  adore  me.  Put  out  of  your  minds  the  foolish  idea 
of  a God  to  whom  you  are  subject,  who  has  given  you  and 
other  men  rights  which  all  must  respect.  There  is  no  God, 
and  there  is  no  right  but  your  own  power.  Take  what 
you  want.” 

Some  men  have  yielded  to  this  temptation.  They  have 
forgotten  God,  their  Creator,  and  have  adored  Satan  in 
this  form  of  Communism.  Where  they  could  they  have 
seized  what  they  wanted.  But  their  last  condition  is  worse 
than  their  first.  They  had  their  experiences  of  wrong  and 
injustice  in  a society  which  acknowledges  some  restraint 
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due  to  a belief  in  a supreme  God,  but  that  was  only  a frac- 
tion of  the  wrong  and  injustice  they  now  experience  under 
brutal  masters  who  have  denied  God. 

Too  late  have  they  found  that  Communism’s  promises 
were  false,  a clever  deception  to  lure  them  on  to  slavery; 
too  late  they  realize  that  there  is  only  one  way  of  attaining 
a fuller,  more  abundant  life,  and  that  is  by  living  according 
to  the  nature  given  by  the  Author  of  all  things.  There  is 
only  one  way  to  have  the  other  things  added  to  us,  and  that 
is  by  seeking  first  the  kingdom  of  God  and  His  justice. 
Communism,  as  it  has  been  actualized  in  Russia,  is  neither 
just  nor  the  kingdom  of  God.  Those  who  seek  Communism 
expecting  material  benefit  for  all  are  like  a traveller  in  a 
desert  hoping  to  discover  water  by  walking  towards  a 
mirage.  They  are  doomed  to  disappointment. 

Defense  Against  Communism 

Among  the  means  for  combatting  this  great  evil  of 
Communistic  propaganda,  recommended  by  Pope  Pius  XI 
in  his  Encyclical,  is  one  which  has  a special  appropriate- 
ness for  this  season  of  Lent,  namely,  prayer  and  penance, 
because  this  is  a special  time  of  prayer  and  penance.  The 
Church  insists  on  some  extra  penance  in  the  way  of  fast 
and  abstinence  during  this  time,  and  she  offers  more  ser- 
vices than  at  other  seasons. 

At  first  sight  some  may  be  inclined  to  think  that  prayer 
and  penance  are  not  very  effective  weapons  against  Com- 
munist propaganda,  and  especially  not  against  Communist 
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machine-guns.  It  is  true  that  prayer  and  penance  are  not 
a direct  defense  against  the  material  weapons  of  Commun- 
ism. Nevertheless,  they  may  be  the  most  effective  means 
at  our  disposal,  as  has  been  shown  innumerable  times  in 
the  historical  events  narrated  in  the  Old  Testament,  and 
as  indicated  in  the  history  of  the  early  Christians  during 
the  persecutions  under  the  Koman  emperors.  Military 
force  employed  by  the  Christians  would  probably  have  been 
less  effective  than  were  their  prayer  and  penance. 

Indirectly,  too,  prayer  may  supply  the  very  thing 
needed  to  deflate  Communist  propaganda.  For  that  propa- 
ganda receives  its  chief  effectiveness  from  the  fact  that 
there  really  are  so  many  evils  in  our  present  individualism 
and  private  ownership  to  criticize.  In  the  nineteen  hundred 
years  of  Christianity,  and  the  fifteen  or  sixteen  hundred 
years  that  Christianity  has  been  a power  in  Europe,  cer- 
tainly Christians  should  have  brought  about  a better  sys- 
tem of  human  association  than  we  have.  They  have  not 
done  so  because  they  have  not  been  sufficiently  clear  of 
head  and  strong  of  will  correctly  to  analyze  the  situation 
and  then  put  reforms  into  practice. 

Prayer,  if  it  is  humble,  sincere,  devout,  will  clarify 
our  minds  so  that  we  know  what  should  be  done;  penance 
will  purify  our  wills  and  strengthen  our  hearts  to  accom- 
plish what  should  be  done.  Everyone  cannot  have  enough, 
poverty  cannot  be  practically  eliminated,  without  those  who 
have  too  much  giving  up  some  of  their  possessions  and 
privileges.  The  charity  which  will  bring  that  about  is  it- 
self a sort  of  penance. 
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Ideal  Remedies  May  Prove  Most  Practical 

When  Christians,  through  prayer  and  penance,  have 
so  made  over  human  association  that  it  can  rightly  be 
called  the  kingdom  of  God,  when  in  all  its  relations  it  fol- 
lows God’s  justice,  then  Communist  propaganda  will  be  as 
deflated  as  a pricked  toy  balloon.  Prayer  and  penance  can 
be  the  most  practical,  though  indirect,  means  we  have  of 
avoiding  ourselves  the  temptations  of  false  prophets  and 
saving  others. 

From  a human  standpoint,  it  can  be  said  that  Christ 
in  the  desert  overcame  the  temptations  of  Satan  because 
during  the  forty  days  which  Lent  commemorates  He  had 
prayed  and  fasted.  Watch  and  pray.  Every  time  you  say 
the  Lord’s  Prayer  resolve  to  avoid  the  temptation  to  live 
as  if  bread,  the  things  of  this  world,  were  everything.  Do 
not  become  avaricious  of  seizing,  either  individually  or  col- 
lectively, the  proffered  goods  of  the  world.  At  least  during 
Holy  Week  do  something  extra  in  the  way  of  prayer  and 
penance,  so  that  you  may  know  what  to  do  to  bring  God’s 
kingdom  and  His  justice  a little  closer,  and  that  you  may 
have  the  strength  to  do  it. 
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The  Sixth  Word : ‘Tor  you  are  all  one  in  Christ'' 
(Gal.,  iii.  28). 

I.  Natural  on  Good  Friday  to  consider  lessons  Christas  crucifixion 

has  for  us. 

(1)  Of  innumerable  lessons  St.  Paul  draws  one:  ^‘There  is 
neither  Jew  nor  Greek,  etc.” 

(2)  Christ  died  for  every  man. 

(3)  Not  more  for  one  time,  or  class  or  race,  than  for 
another. 

II.  In  this  fundamental  sense  of  redemption  by  Christ's  death 

all  men  and  all  races  equal. 

(1)  Hence,  no  man,  merely  by  race,  color,  etc.,  is  better 
than  another. 

(2)  Corollary  of  this  is  that  any  race  or  nation  considering 
itself  better  will  ultimately  suffer  penalty. 

(3)  Because  such  pride  runs  counter  to  God's  word. 

III.  A second  fact  to  remember  is  that  Christ's  crucifixion  was 

voluntary. 

(1)  Therefore,  no  one  race  or  nation  is  to  be  hated  for 
causing  Christ's  death. 

(2)  Very  significantly  we  call  this  Good  Friday,  not  Bad 
Friday. 

(3)  Christ  died  for  all  sins  of  all  men.  Hence,  my  sins 
caused  His  death. 

(4)  Christ  prayed  for  actual  torturers:  ‘Tather,  forgive 
them,  for  they  know  not  what  they  do.'' 

(5)  But  I know  what  I do  when  I sin,  and  so  am  more  guilty. 

IV.  Because  Christ  so  loved  every  man  as  to  die  for  him,  we 

should  love  all,  even  Communists. 


As  we  commemorate  once  more  the  death  of  Our  Lord 
and  Saviour,  Jesus  Christ,  it  is  natural  that  we  should 
select  for  emphasis  one  of  the  many  lessons  which  His 
death  holds  for  us.  Of  the  innumerable  considerations  sug- 
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gesting  themselves,  one  which  St.  Paul  points  out  seems  to 
have  a special  application  to  the  world  conditions  of  to-day. 

In  his  letter  to  the  Galatians  the  Apostle  to  the  Gen- 
tiles writes:  “There  is  neither  Jew  nor  Greek:  there  is 
neither  bond  nor  free:  there  is  neither  male  nor  female. 
For  you  are  all  one  in  Christ  Jesus”  (Gal.,  iii.  28).  And 
although  St.  Paul  was  referring  primarily  to  those  who 
believed  in  Christ  and  were  baptized,  his  words  evidently 
have  a wider  application.  For  no  one  has  more  right  than 
another  to  Baptism,  neither  Jew  nor  Greek,  bond  nor  free, 
male  nor  female. 

Christ  Died  for  Every  Individual 

Christ  died  for  each  and  every  man.  His  redemption 
was  universal,  for  all  times  and  for  all  places  and  for  all 
people.  He  did  not  die  for  only  one  class,  as  the  priestly; 
or  for  only  one  nation,  as  the  Roman ; or  for  only  one  race, 
as  the  Semitic ; or  for  one  time,  as  the  Apostolic  age.  Christ 
died  for  each  and  all.  Only  by  an  individual’s  own  efforts, 
that  is,  by  loving  Our  Lord  more,  can  an  individual  share 
to  a greater  extent  than  others  in  the  fruits  of  Christ’s 
death. 

From  this  fact  that  Jesus  died  for  all  equally  in  a fun- 
damental sense,  it  follows  that  no  one  class,  such  as  the 
land-holding  or  those  who  live  on  rent  or  interest,  is 
superior  to  another.  These  distinctions  are  merely  ex- 
traneous and  accidental  facts.  Essentially  all  men  are  equal 
and  merely  men. 
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In  this  basic  sense,  all  men  and  all  races  are  equal,  for 
they  have  all  equally  been  redeemed  by  the  blood  of  Christ 
— in  a sense,  all  are  equally  worth  the  blood  of  Christ. 
Hence,  each  man  has  the  same  fundamental  rights  belong- 
ing to  him  as  a human  being.  One  man  has  not  more  right 
to  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness  than  has  any 
other.  Essentially  this  is  true,  though  of  course  we  know 
that  one  individual  may  have  a better  memory,  or  keener 
eyesight,  or  more  money  than  has  another.  The  essential 
equality  is  not  altered  by  the  fact  that  society  may  feel 
obliged  to  imprison  a particular  man  for  his  misdeeds. 

This  equality  of  human  beings  is  based  upon  their 
equality  of  value  in  God’s  sight.  For  each  is  equally  worth 
the  blood  of  Christ.  If  it  were  not  for  this  equality  mani- 
fested by  Christ’s  death  for  each,  we  might  be  led  to  the 
mistaken  notion  that  one  man  may  be  essentially  better 
than  another  because  of  race,  the  color  of  his  skin,  the 
shape  of  his  skull,  or  his  particular  ancestry. 

Fallacy  of  Racism 

In  the  light  of  the  crucifixion,  however,  all  such  racism 
is  seen  to  be  fallacious.  For  what  do  other  differences 
amount  to,  when  there  is  the  essential  equality  of  Christ’s 
death  for  all?  It  is  true  that  some  persons  calling  them- 
selves Christian  have  at  times  justified  their  enslavement 
of  others  because  of  these  differences.  But  we  can  see  to- 
day that  the  equality  of  all  men,  indicated  by  Christ’s  cruci- 
fixion for  all,  precludes  slave-making.  In  so  far  as  the 
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essentials  of  humanity  are  concerned,  all  men  are  equal. 
And  a deep  religious  conviction  based  on  Christ’s  death 
for  all,  and  all  being  equally  the  creatures  of  God,  is  the 
most  solid  and  lasting  foundation  for  those  connatural  and 
inalienable  rights  to  life,  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of  hap- 
piness mentioned  in  our  Declaration  of  Independence. 

A corollary  of  this  is  that  any  nation  or  people  dis- 
regarding this  fundamental  human  equality,  and  denying 
to  a portion  of  the  human  race  rights  which  belong  to  it 
because  of  its  humanity,  will  ultimately  suffer  the  penalty 
for  running  counter  to  the  design  of  the  Creator  of  all 
things.  For  a while  one  race  or  one  nation  may  be  stronger 
than  another,  and  able  to  refuse  to  another  the  rights  which 
belong  to  it.  It  may  seem  to  profit  for  a time  by  such  dis- 
regard of  the  others’  rights  and  its  own  solemn  covenants, 
but  in  the  long  run  it  will  suffer  by  disregarding  God’s 
fundamental  law. 

Christ’s  Crucifixion  Was  Voluntary 

A second  fact  to  remember  about  Our  Lord’s  cruci- 
fixion is  that  it  was  voluntary.  Christ  was  God  as  well  as 
man,  and  He  would  not  have  been  crucified  if  He  had  not 
Himself  selected  that  form  of  death.  He  chose  to  suffer  in 
this  particular  way  for  the  redemption  of  each  individual 
human  being,  and  so  in  a sense  each  individual  human  be- 
ing may  be  said  to  have  crucified  Christ. 

If  any  one  human  being,  or  nation,  or  race  was  more 
responsible  than  another  for  the  crucifixion  of  Christ,  it  is 
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not  because  of  any  accidental  physical  connection  (such  as 
Pilate,  or  the  Roman  soldiers,  or  the  Jewish  rabble  had 
with  that  supreme  tragedy),  but  only  because  one  indi- 
vidual, or  race,  or  nation  has  been  more  sinful  than  an- 
other. And  which  will  cast  the  first  stone? 

Since  each  human  being  may  be  said  to  have  cruci- 
fied Christ,  you  and  I are  among  the  culprits.  We  should 
look  upon  ourselves  as  among  those  who  executed  Christ. 
Thus,  running  through  all  his  meditations  for  the  Stations 
of  the  Cross,  St.  Alphonsus,  one  of  the  greatest  moral 
theologians  of  the  Church,  has  the  thought  that  “Christ 
died  for  me  ...  I crucified  Christ.”  For  example,  in  the 
meditation  for  the  First  Station  St.  Alphonsus  writes: 
“My  adorable  Jesus,  it  was  not  Pilate — no,  it  was  my  sins — 
that  condemned  Thee  to  die.” 

The  Crucifixion  Forbids  Animosity  Towards  Any 

People 

The  same  thought  can  be  found  in  the  meditation  for 
nearly  every  Station,  and  in  the  meditations  of  nearly  every 
author.  You  have  heard  such  thoughts  as  this  read  to  you 
if  you  attended  the  devotions  of  the  Stations  of  the  Cross 
this  Lent.  None  of  you,  therefore,  if  you  have  grasped 
this  consideration,  should  ever  feel  the  slightest  animosity 
towards  the  few  people  who  participated  physically  in  the 
crucifixion  of  Christ.  It  is  true  that  Pilate,  a Roman 
official,  weakly  yielded  to  the  desire  of  the  Jewish  priests 
to  put  Christ  to  death ; it  is  true  that  members  of  a Jewish 
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mob,  by  preferring  Barabbas,  circumvented  Pilate’s  attempt 
to  free  Christ. 

But  in  God’s  divine  plan  it  was  the  need  of  your  and 
my  sins  for  atonement  which  really  caused  Christ’s  death. 
For  Christ  would  not  have  suffered  if  there  had  been  no 
human  sin  for  which  to  atone.  Therefore,  the  lesson  to  be 
drawn  from  Christ’s  crucifixion  is  not  hatred  for  those 
few  people  who  physically  took  part  in  the  crucifixion,  or 
their  supposed  descendants.  Rather,  the  result  of  our 
meditation  this  Good  Friday  should  be  a deeper  detestation 
of  our  own  sins,  a keener  sorrow  for  those  sins,  an  increase 
in  unselfish  love  for  the  God-Man,  Jesus,  who  was  willing 
to  suffer  crucifixion  in  order  to  win  back  for  us  the  possibil- 
ity of  being  happy  with  Him  in  heaven  for  all  eternity. 
To  allow  meditation  on  the  crucifixion  to  arouse  hatred  in 
our  hearts  for  those  who  physically  participated  in  the 
crucifixion  is  to  miss  the  meaning  of  the  sacrifice  on  the 
cross.  Very  significantly  we  call  this,  not  Bad,  but  Good 
Friday. 


Christas  Plea  for  Universal  Forgiveness 

Christ,  hanging  in  agony  upon  the  cross,  prayed  for 
those  torturing  Him:  “Father,  forgive  them,  for  they 
know  not  what  they  do.”  And  if  we — who  know  what  we 
do,  yet  by  our  sins  crucify  Christ — expect  forgiveness,  sure- 
ly it  can  only  be  on  condition  that  we  too  forgive. 

How  un-Christian,  then,  is  any  hatred  of  the  human 
beings  who  physically  drove  the  nails  and  raised  the  cross ! 
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How  even  more  un-Christian  is  any  hatred  of  a particular 
race  to-day,  because  members  of  that  race  may,  nearly  two 
thousand  years  ago,  have  had  a physical  share  in  the  cruci- 
fixion ! At  least  they  can  plead,  more  even  than  their  sup- 
posed ancestors,  that  they  know  not  what  they  do. 

We  surely  can  make  no  such  plea  of  ignorance.  We 
know  what  we  do  every  time  we  commit  a sin.  No,  what 
should  come  out  of  our  meditation  on  the  crucifixion,  as 
St.  Alphonsus  pointed  out,  is  hatred  for  our  own  sins  and 
love  of  Christ.  And  that  love  for  Christ  should  make  us 
strive  to  imitate  His  love.  Jesus  loved  each  human  being, 
no  matter  what  his  class,  or  color,  or  race,  or  nation. 


The  Christianas  Love  Must  Be  Universal 

Consequently,  we  should  try  to  love  all  human  beings, 
regardless  of  race  or  color  or  nationality.  Surely  it  is  self- 
evident  that  love  and  harmony  between  all  human  beings 
will  allow  much  greater  satisfaction  in  living  than  will 
hatred  and  persecution,  not  only  for  the  hated  and  perse- 
cuted, but  also  for  the  hating  and  persecuting.  The  per- 
secuted and  hated,  indeed,  suffer  some  physical  torture ; but 
the  hating  and  persecuting  suffer  a spiritual  degeneration 
which  is  worse.  They  brutalize  themselves. 

It  should  need  no  argument  to  convince  you  that  if 
all  Christians  had  grown  into  the  stature  of  Christ,  had 
embraced  all  humanity  in  a love  such  as  Christ  showed 
with  arms  outstretched  on  the  cross,  most  of  the  political 
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and  economic  evils  which  we  to-day  lament  would  long  ago 
have  disappeared. 

Even  Communists,  much  as  we  deplore  the  excesses 
to  which  they  have  gone  in  Russia,  must  be  embraced  in 
that  love.  Only  so  can  we  overcome  evil  with  good.  The 
outstanding  lesson  of  the  crucifixion  is  love. 

For  God  so  loved  the  world  as  to  give  His  Only-Be- 
gotten Son  for  our  salvation  by  His  death  upon  the  cross. 
Probably  none  of  us  will  be  called  upon  to  lay  down  our 
lives  in  imitation  of  Christ.  But  we  are  called  upon  to 
imitate  Christ  in  loving  our  neighbors,  irrespective  of  race, 
creed,  or  color,  as  Christ  loved  us  upon  the  cross. 
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